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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS 
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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Hartz, Jr. et al. (US Patent No. 6,636,803) considered with Stewart et al (US Patent No. 

6,259,405). 

As per claims 1 and 10, Hartz, Jr. et al disclose a real-estate information search and 
retrieval system. The system and method comprise storage for storing characteristic data 
corresponding to the characteristics of real estate in a system server, allowing a user to access the 
system server to obtain stored characteristic data from the server, the user providing a search 
criteria for selecting specific real estate having specific characteristic data and selecting specific 
franchise real estate having the specific characteristic data. See column 5, lines 43-60 and 
column 6, line 49 to column 7, line 27. Hartz, Jr. et al also teach providing demographic 
information corresponding to the selected real estate property. Applicant is directed to column 7, 
lines 29-40 and column 1 1, lines 15-20 and column 12 ,lines 3-1 1 of Hartz. Jr. et al. Hartz, Jr. et 
al do not specifically state the real estate properties are franchise real estate property. As per this 
difference, it is well known in the art that real estate agents/brokers usually search for franchise 
real estate properties for clients. Furthermore, Stewart et al disclose a system for allowing a user 
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to search for service providers at a specific geographical location. See the abstract. In so doing, 
Setwart et al. state: 

"a McDonalds franchise may be looking for a new store location in a city or a new store 
location within an airport or hotel. The McDonalds franchise may be interested in demographic 
data for different areas of the region of interest. This data may include demographic charts taken 
every hour, for example, which show the number, sex, ages, etc. of MUs at each access point at 
the different times. This demographic data may be compiled and presented in a variety of graphic 
formats. The information provider may also query the MUs that communicate with a specific 
access point (or all access points), asking each MU, "would you buy a BIG MAC right now if 
McDonalds was less than 3 blocks away?" This information may be compiled by the information 
provider and sold to McDonalds to aid in the determination of the best store location. MUs that 
answer such surveys may be rewarded with a digital coupon that allows them to buy BIG MACs 
for $0.99 for the next six months. MUs may also have the option to configure their PCDs to not 
accept unsolicited surveys.". 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to also allow searching of franchise real estate properties in order to make 
the system more attractive to different types of clients which would have been also financially 
advantageous to the agents/brokers of the Hartz Jr. et al. Thus, one would have been motivated 
to incorporate franchise real estate data as taught by Stewart et al into Hartz, Jr. et al because of 
its financial advantages. 
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As per claims 2, 3, 6, 1 1 and 12, Hartz, Jr. et al do not explicitly state the server provides 
the demographic data by linking the user to a third party data source having the demographic 
information. Stewart et al disclose that in their system a user may access a third party to access 
demographic information related to a specific geographical area. Thus, linking the user to 
obtain such information would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art since the 
system of Hartz Jr. et al and Stewart are both Internet based systems and there are available third 
parties which provide demographic information. Providing a link to a third party user would 
have been an alternate measure of obtaining the latest updated information since it is the job of 
those types of providers of demographic data to always provide a more up to date information. 
Once these information are obtained, the user would have stored these information for easy 
analysis at his/her leisure. 

As per claims 4 and 13, see column 4, lines 39-65 of Hartz, Jr. et al. 

As per claims 5 and 14, see column 7, lines 29-41 of Hartz, Jr. et al. 

As per claim 7, it is well known that real estate agents/brokers usually use their clients' 
desired real estate characteristics data to be applied or for matching against their database 
having stored characteristic data regarding a plurality types of certain property desired by their 
clients. The clients desired data can also be stored. See the teachings of Hartz et al. 

As per claims 8-9 and 15-16, the price of the real estate property combined with other 
factors may determine the property tax. Third parties of the system of Stewart et al do provide 
these information. 
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Conclusion 



2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frantzy Poinvil whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6797. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 7:00AM to 
5:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Abdi can be reached on (571) 272-6702. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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